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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- if NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on ; . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 7-74 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 7-74 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) M The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) [3 The drawing(s) filed on 30 June 2003 is/are: s)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
. a)SAII b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. M Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 09/557,571 . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) ED Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) E Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 9/8/03 . 



4) LJ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
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6) U Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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1 . Claims 1-14 rejected under the judicially created doctrine of double patenting 
over claims 1-12 of U. S. Patent No. 6,650433 (Keane et al.) in view of U.S. Patent 
6,088,120 (Shibusawa et al.) . 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
patent and is covered by the patent since the patent and the application are claiming 
common subject matter, as follows: The receiving and the aggregating means of claim 1 
of the current application are read on claim 1 , of issued U.S. Patent No.. 6,650,433. 
U.S. Patent No. 6,650,433 fails to teach the storing the individual print jobs and the 
associated parameters; and searching the stored parameters to identify individual print 
jobs having at least some common parameters. U.S. Patent 6,088,120 teaches a 
managing printing method, teaching storing the individual print jobs and the associated 
parameters; and searching the stored parameters to identify individual print jobs having 
at least some common parameters (see abstract, and fig. 1 ). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the method of U.S. Patent No.. 
6,650,433 with the means to manage the aggregation of print jobs using the parameters 
or attributes as taught by U.S. Patent 6,088,120 because of the following reasons: 1 ) 
will allow the system of U.S. Patent No.. 6,650,433 to increase printing processing 
allowing the system to process jobs having similar parameters or attributes; and 2) as 
suggested by U.S. Patent 6,088,120 in col. 2, lines 12-48. 
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Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant was prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application during prosecution of 
the application which matured into a patent. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 
USPQ 21 0 (CCPA 1 968). See also MPEP § 804. 



2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it appears not to be drawn 
to the claimed invention. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



applicant's disclosure 
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Barry et al. (6,850,335) teaches a method and apparatus for distributing pages to 
individual print engines in a multiple print engine. 



Zuber (2004/0125391) and (6,636,326) teaches a method for calibrating a color 
marking engine for halftone operation. 

Barry et al. (2004/0070788A1 ) teaches a method and apparatus for routing pages to 
printers in a multi-print engine as a function of print job parameters. 

Mastie et al. (6,498,656) teaches a rule based selection criteria for controlling print job 
distribution. 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gabriel I. Garcia whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7434. The Examiner can normally be reached Monday-Thursday from 7:30 AM-6:00 
PM. The fax phone number for this group is (571 ) 273-9306. 

On July 15. 2005 , the Central FAX Number will change to 571-273-8300. 

This new Central FAX Number is the result of relocating the Central FAX 

server to the Office's Alexandria, Virginia campus. 

Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number. To give customers time to 
adjust to the new Central FAX Number, faxes sent to the old number (703- 
872-9306) will be routed to the new number until September 15, 2005. 
After September 1 5. 2005 . the old number will no longer be in service and 
571-273-8300 will be the only facsimile number recognized for "centralized 
delivery". 

CENTRALIZED DELIVERY POLICY: For patent related 
correspondence, hand carry deliveries must be made to the Customer 
Service Window (now located at the Randolph Building, 401 Dulany 
Street, Alexandria, VA 22314), and facsimile transmissions must be sent 
to the Central FAX number, unless an exception applies. For example, 
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if the examiner has rejected claims in a regular U.S. patent application, 
and the reply to the examiner's Office action is desired to be transmitted 
by facsimile rather than mailed, the reply must be sent to the Central 
FAX Number. 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 

► 

be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 

GAfiplElQARCnA 



Gabriel I. Garcia 
Primary Examiner 
August 21, 2005 




